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the supply to the tank was insufficient and

times its former area. From the water returns
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From W. HUGHES, Esq,, Superintending
S Engineer for Irrigation, dated Trichinopoly, 30th March 1896, No. 855 T.N.
1 bave the honour to request permission o defend suit No. 514 of 1895,
~ brought by certain ryots interested in the Kodagan channel, under the following

" The Pudugramam tank was originally supp
X rplus weir in the 9th mile and also received
% through the shutters of two large vents in the weir.

JBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

Irrigation.
Establishment.

Engineer, VI Circle, to the Chief

lied "t.>y a sluice 11 feet square in
an indefinite supply by leakage
When the number of sluices in the

channel was being reduced by the abolition of those which could be dis-

Kodagan

~ pensed with, the Pudugramam sluice was closed and it was arranged to supply the

~ tank by keeping raised some of the needle shutters of the surplus vents, but this

" method of supplying the tank was so abused that it was resolved to build up the
lus vents altogether and revert to the old

43 ‘ method of supplying the tank by the
 sluice 1} feet square. 'This was accordingly done, .

but complaints were made that

observations showed that this was the

case in 1893, and it was then arranged to enlarge the sluice to 3’ X 2}’ or three

attached to the Executive Engineer’s

letter No. 1191, dated 21st March 1896, I should say the channel supply in that

year was quite exceptionally bad and that it would be
13 X 1} feet was insufficient in ordinary seasons,
cised in the distribution of water from the tank. Probably, if the old vent had been

 but slightly enlarged to compensate the ryots for the
weir vents, no complaint would have been made by the lower ryots, but the compara-

difficult to prove that the vent

if reasonable economy were exer-

loss of the leakage through the

tively great size of the new sluice naturally gives rise to the idea that very much
more water is taken from the channel than formerly. The new sluice is under

: e , S e s v A 1 e B i g | regulation so that no mere water need be let into the tank than required to keep it at

r quantity of water than can be used. In

their case.

AU

regulation of the tank sluices (of which there are
square feet) may leave them fully open at all times an

a certain level, but as there is no incentive to ecomomy, the ryots who have the

9 ‘with a total vent area of 6-2
d so pass to their fields a much

this way the plaintiffs may suffer and

if the principle underlying their arguments that certain villages are entitled only to
a certain proportion of the available water be correct, it is possible they may gain

The defence must assume that there is a prior claim to supply for the lands
higher up the channel and that from the head of the channel down the lands should
be given a sufficient supply until the whole is e
assumption be correct, there must be coupled with it the obligation to prevent avoid-
able waste. Personally, 1 think the Pudugramam vV
such share of the channel water (as nearly as ascertainable) as it received before the
works were altered, but I advocate the defence of the guit in the hope that it may
lead to some clear definition of the rights of the holders of irrigated land.

xhausted ; but even if such an

illage is entitled to receive only
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